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to-day management of the national 
monument. This essential, landmark 
component of the legislation would en-
able Tribal communities to share their 
rich history and ecological knowledge 
to better conserve and care for these 
lands. 

With the protections provided by this 
legislation, the abundant natural re-
sources and the rich history on Molok 
Luyuk will be preserved for our chil-
dren and future generations. By requir-
ing the Federal Agencies to finally de-
velop a management plan and by allow-
ing for Tribal governments to be in-
volved in the management of the 
monument, the bill would improve the 
health of these lands to benefit both 
people and biodiversity. 

I thank Senator FEINSTEIN for intro-
ducing this legislation with me, and I 
thank Congressmen GARAMENDI and 
THOMPSON for spearheading this effort 
in the House of Representatives. I 
would also like to thank Chairman 
MANCHIN and Ranking Member BAR-
RASSO for working with me on this leg-
islation and the entire Energy and Nat-
ural Resources Committee for unani-
mously supporting this legislation 
through committee last Congress. I am 
hopeful that we will see similar bipar-
tisan support in the 118th Congress. 

I would also like to thank the Yocha 
Dehe Wintun Nation for their leader-
ship and desire to cooperatively man-
age Molok Luyuk to ensure that all 
Californians and Americans have the 
opportunity to benefit from these sa-
cred lands. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues to enact the Berryessa Snow 
Mountain National Monument Expan-
sion Act as quickly as possible. 

By Mr. COTTON (for himself, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. BRAUN, 
Mr. CRAMER, Mr. CRUZ, Mr. 
DAINES, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, Mr. HAGERTY, Mr. 
HOEVEN, Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, Mr. 
LANKFORD, Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. 
RUBIO, Mr. SCOTT of Florida, 
Mr. THUNE, Mr. WICKER, and 
Mr. YOUNG): 

S. 691. A bill to deter foreign finan-
cial institutions from providing bank-
ing services for the benefit of foreign 
terrorist organizations and from facili-
tating or promoting payments for acts 
of terrorism; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

Mr. COTTON. Madam President, 
there is one foreign leader for whom 
the Democratic Party seems to reserve 
special scorn. Leading Democrats have 
called him a reactionary, a racist, an 
ethnonationalist. They have accused 
him of committing war crimes and of 
leading an apartheid state. President 
Biden has called him extreme and has 
said they don’t agree on a damn thing. 
Strong words. 

Who is this monster, you may ask. 
Were the Democrats talking about 
Vladimir Putin or Xi Jinping or, per-
haps, Ayatollah Khamenei? No. They 
were referring to Benjamin Netanyahu, 

Israel’s longest serving Prime Minister 
and one of America’s best friends. 

Once again, these Democrats have 
proven their party’s tendency to coddle 
our enemies and condemn our friends. 
But the Democrats don’t stop at mere 
words. They are working right now to 
undermine Bibi and his government. 

Yesterday, the Washington Free Bea-
con reported that the State Depart-
ment is funneling your tax dollars to 
Netanyahu’s domestic opponents. Since 
2020, the State has sent more than 
$38,000 to something known as the 
Movement for Quality Government, for 
so-called democracy education. 

So what is the Movement for Quality 
Government, and how good is this de-
mocracy education? 

This movement is an activist group 
that is fomenting unrest against the 
Israeli Government and demanding 
Netanyahu’s resignation. In recent 
days, leftwing demonstrators associ-
ated with this group have protested the 
government’s proposed judicial re-
forms. Last week, hundreds of pro-
testers harassed Netanyahu’s wife, 
forcing police to intervene and escort 
her to safety. 

Far from staying neutral in Israel’s 
domestic affairs, Secretary of State 
Tony Blinken lectured Netanyahu 
about the judicial reforms to his face, 
tacitly siding with the demonstrators. 
Some Democratic Senators have also 
condemned the reform proposals, which 
is awfully rich coming from Democrats 
who have voted to shred this Senate’s 
ancient rules to pack our Supreme 
Court and to rewrite our founding doc-
uments. I guess, when American lib-
erals want to change the courts, it is 
the only way to save democracy; but 
when Israeli conservatives want to, it 
is a threat to democracy. Go figure. 

The State Department doesn’t even 
deny it is funneling money to these 
leftwing activities, by the way, which 
is troubling because it is a clear viola-
tion of the usual State Department 
policy against funding foreign partisan 
organizations. 

Not only is this U.S.-funded organiza-
tion subverting a foreign government, 
it is subverting the government of one 
of our closest allies. Secretary Blinken 
should immediately apologize to the 
Prime Minister of Israel, demand your 
money back, and open an investigation 
into how this happened. But then 
again, I suspect we already know how 
this happened. After all, the Demo-
cratic Party has been meddling in 
Israeli democracy to undermine Ben-
jamin Netanyahu for more than a quar-
ter century. 

By his own admission, President Bill 
Clinton intervened in the 1996 Israeli 
election to support Netanyahu’s oppo-
nent, Shimon Peres. Clinton met with 
Peres; dispatched his own campaign ad-
visers; dangled policy shifts to Israel— 
all to get Peres across the finish line. 
Netanyahu prevailed nevertheless. 

Team Clinton intervened, yet again, 
in 1999. The Clinton White House re-
portedly urged Democratic donors to 

give money to Netanyahu’s next oppo-
nent, Ehud Barak. 

And it didn’t stop there. Clinton’s po-
litical advisers again campaigned 
against Bibi while the Clinton State 
Department allegedly spread false-
hoods about the Israeli Government 
and Netanyahu himself. 

Netanyahu lost this time around; 
though, he was more of a victim of his 
own success against Palestinian ter-
rorism than Barak and Clinton’s cam-
paign against him. But Bibi returned 
to the Knesset just 3 years later and 
became Prime Minister again in 2009. 

The Obama State Department was, if 
anything, worse than Clinton’s in its 
funneling of hundreds of thousands of 
your tax dollars to a group called the 
OneVoice Movement. Not coinciden-
tally, OneVoice partnered with an or-
ganization running anti-Netanyahu ads 
that was advised by—you guessed it—a 
top Obama campaign operative. 

Of course, the Democrats will insist 
they are innocent of these charges and 
aren’t meddling in Israel’s democracy, 
but Israelis know the truth. Obama’s 
meddling was so pervasive that an as-
tounding 62 percent of Israelis thought 
he was interfering. Indeed, one Foreign 
Policy magazine headline read ‘‘Obama 
is Pursuing Regime Change in Israel’’— 
not in Iran—our mortal enemy—but in 
Israel, mind you. 

Now Joe Biden is simply following in 
Obama’s footsteps by trying to sabo-
tage Netanyahu. In 2021, the Biden ad-
ministration reportedly pressured the 
United Arab Emirates to cancel an 
Abraham Accords Summit—all to de-
prive Netanyahu of a diplomatic vic-
tory ahead of that year’s election. 
Then, after Netanyahu won the 2022 
election, the Biden administration im-
mediately sought to undermine his co-
alition government by trying to veto 
key Cabinet appointments. 

This most recent scandal is not an 
aberration, therefore. It has been the 
de facto policy of the Democratic 
Party for a quarter century to beat 
Netanyahu, though he keeps beating 
the Democrats. Though, it does provide 
more evidence, yet again, for the old 
saw that while it is dangerous to be 
America’s enemy, it can be fatal to be 
America’s friend—at least when the 
Democrats are in charge. 

Instead of trying to topple the demo-
cratically elected Government of 
Israel, I would suggest we should sup-
port it. Israelis are more than capable 
of managing their domestic affairs 
without Democratic meddling, but 
they need our help to stop Iran from 
getting a nuclear bomb; they need our 
help to achieve peace with their neigh-
bors; and they need our help to defeat 
the terrorists who are threatening both 
of our nations. 

They don’t get that from the Biden 
administration either. Iran is racing 
toward a nuclear breakout while the 
President dithers. His administration 
can barely utter the words ‘‘Abraham 
Accords,’’ and President Biden is 
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breaking U.S. law to subsidize the Pal-
estinian Authority’s support for ter-
rorism. 

A few years back, Congress passed 
the Taylor Force Act, which prohibits 
nonhumanitarian aid to the Pales-
tinian Authority until it ends its so- 
called martyr payments—a euphemism 
for bounties given to Palestinian ter-
rorists or their families for maiming 
and killing Jews. So the administra-
tion has, instead, funneled tens of mil-
lions of your tax dollars to nongovern-
mental organizations to build roads, 
sidewalks, parking lots, and other in-
frastructure projects on behalf of the 
Palestinian Authority. As a result, 
since money is fungible, the Pales-
tinian Authority can ignore these basic 
responsibilities of government and, in-
stead, keep pouring more money into 
its pay-for-slay program. 

The contrast couldn’t be starker. If 
the Palestinian Authority wants to 
bankroll terrorists and their families, 
the Biden administration will contort 
the law beyond recognition to fund the 
Palestinians; but if a center-right gov-
ernment gets elected once again in 
Israel, the Biden administration will 
work overtime to undermine it. This is 
exactly backward. We should demand 
the Palestinian Authority stop sub-
sidizing terrorism before it gets an-
other penny of your tax dollars. 

While we are at it, we should pass the 
Taylor Force Martyr Payment Preven-
tion Act, which I am reintroducing this 
week, to sanction foreign banks that 
process these so-called martyr pay-
ments for the Palestinian Authority. 

Meanwhile, President Biden and his 
administration should quit treating 
Prime Minister Netanyahu like he is a 
rival or even an adversary and start 
treating him as he is—a war hero, a 
courageous patriot, a towering figure 
of modern Israel, and most importantly 
for us, a great friend of America. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 95—HON-
ORING THE LIFE OF DR. PAUL 
FARMER BY RECOGNIZING THE 
DUTY OF THE FEDERAL GOV-
ERNMENT TO ADOPT A 21ST CEN-
TURY GLOBAL HEALTH SOLI-
DARITY STRATEGY AND TAKE 
ACTIONS TO ADDRESS PAST AND 
ONGOING HARMS THAT UNDER-
MINE THE HEALTH AND WELL- 
BEING OF PEOPLE AROUND THE 
WORLD 

Mr. BROWN (for himself, Ms. WAR-
REN, and Mr. MARKEY) submitted the 
following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations: 

S. RES. 95 

Whereas Dr. Paul Farmer, who pioneered 
novel community-based strategies for the de-
livery of high-quality health care in impov-
erished settings, inspired a paradigmatic 
shift in global health, including inspiring ro-
bust United States leadership to address the 

global HIV/AIDS epidemic in the early 2000s 
through the United States President’s Emer-
gency Plan for AIDS Relief and the Global 
Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis, and Ma-
laria; 

Whereas, in spite of progress made in glob-
al health, weak health systems continue to 
cause millions of people, primarily the glob-
al poor, to die tragic and unnecessary 
deaths, including— 

(1) annually, approximately— 
(A) 680,000 deaths from HIV/AIDS; 
(B) 1,500,000 deaths from tuberculosis; 
(C) 627,000 deaths from malaria; 
(D) 295,000 deaths of mothers during and 

following pregnancy and childbirth; 
(E) 9,560,000 deaths among children under 

the age of 15; and 
(F) 560,000 deaths of children and young 

adults, living among the poorest billion 
people in the world, from non-commu-
nicable diseases and injuries; and 
(2) a SARS–CoV–2 case-fatality rate of up 

to 300 percent greater in low-income coun-
tries than in high-income countries during 
the first 2 years of the COVID–19 pandemic; 

Whereas progress against unnecessary 
deaths in impoverished countries is being 
made, but progress is occurring so slowly 
that— 

(1) based on rates of decline from 2013 to 
2022, it will take approximately a century for 
core mortality statistics in low-income 
countries to converge with those of high-in-
come countries, including— 

(A) 92 years for the tuberculosis death 
rate; 

(B) 109 years for the maternal mortality 
rate; and 

(C) 88 years for the under-15 child mor-
tality rate; and 
(2) the death rate in low- and middle-in-

come countries from non-communicable dis-
eases and injuries, which make up 40 to 60 
percent of the disease burden of those coun-
tries, will never converge with that of high- 
income countries based on rates of reduction 
from 2013 to 2022; 

Whereas weak health systems that fail to 
prevent unnecessary deaths also lack the 
staff, health facility infrastructure, and 
medical technologies required for effective 
care delivery and disease containment, plac-
ing all countries at increased risk of pan-
demic disease; 

Whereas essential medical technologies, 
such as diagnostics, treatments, and vac-
cines for diseases that affect the global poor, 
are frequently unavailable or inaccessible to 
health systems in developing countries, be-
cause— 

(1) investing in research and development 
of technologies for diseases that dispropor-
tionately affect the global poor is often un-
profitable for pharmaceutical corporations; 

(2) costly intellectual property licensing 
fees from originator companies to generic 
manufacturers frequently leave the global 
poor unable to purchase or access medical 
technologies; and 

(3) originator technology companies often 
refuse to share or license intellectual prop-
erty to generic manufacturers, which results 
in limited supply and high prices, as was the 
case with the COVID–19 vaccine; 

Whereas, according to the Lancet Commis-
sion on Investing in Health, preventing most 
avertable deaths and conferring ‘‘essential 
universal health coverage’’ in low- and 
lower-middle income countries requires an 
increase in annual health systems resources 
in those countries of $75,000,000,000 and 
$293,000,000,000 (in United States dollars as of 
2016), respectively; 

Whereas, historically, the United States 
and other global North-supported global 
health programs have inadvertently en-
trenched standards of care in low-income 

countries that would be unacceptable in rich 
countries by funding only health services 
narrowly defined as ‘‘sustainable’’, ‘‘cost-ef-
fective’’, or ‘‘appropriate’’ in poor settings; 

Whereas the effectiveness and efficiency of 
current United States overseas development 
assistance for health is often undermined 
by— 

(1) misalignment with the national health 
plans of the host country; 

(2) bypassing delivery systems with par-
allel inputs, leading to— 

(A) fragmentation of care delivery; 
(B) poor donor coordination across part-

ners; and 
(C) weak health systems; 

(3) favoring technical assistance from con-
sultants from high-income countries, espe-
cially the United States, over funding health 
service delivery in beneficiary countries; and 

(4) promoting privatization of health serv-
ices, which weakens— 

(A) the public health system; 
(B) health care access; 
(C) health equity; and 
(D) financial risk protection; 

Whereas 98 percent of the annual 
$1,500,000,000,000 in health spending in aid-eli-
gible low- and middle-income countries is 
mobilized domestically by the countries 
themselves, and only 2 percent of this spend-
ing comes from overseas development assist-
ance for health; 

Whereas many of the poorest developing 
countries lack the tax capacity to mobilize 
the necessary resources to close the uni-
versal health coverage financing gap, mean-
ing unnecessary deaths will continue in the 
poorest developing countries for the foresee-
able future without external donor financing 
or dramatic increases in domestic tax capac-
ity; 

Whereas the inability of many of the poor-
est developing countries to fully close the fi-
nancing gap for universal health coverage 
and the provision of numerous other public 
goods and services is in part due to the inti-
mate economic links between those coun-
tries and high-income countries, including 
the United States, which have been marked 
throughout history by acts of violence and 
coercion; 

Whereas these harms have entrenched a 
global economic architecture of upward 
wealth redistribution that has resulted in— 

(1) depressed wages of workers and artifi-
cially low prices of natural resources in de-
veloping countries, amounting to an appro-
priation of tens of billions of tons of raw ma-
terials and hundreds of billions of hours of 
human labor through unequal exchange; 

(2) 3,500,000,000 people living under the pov-
erty line of $5.50 from 1993 to 2023, even as 
global gross domestic product has more than 
tripled in size during this time; 

(3) more financial resources flowing out of 
developing countries than into developing 
countries each year, estimated by Global Fi-
nancial Integrity to total a net negative of 
$2,000,000,000,000 annually in 2012; 

(4) developing countries bearing nearly all 
deaths and the vast majority of economic 
losses attributable to climate change, de-
spite rich countries bearing 92 percent of the 
responsibility for climate change; 

Whereas leadership from the United States 
to close the financing gaps for essential uni-
versal health coverage in low- and lower- 
middle income countries could precipitate 
increased global health financing from other 
donor partners, as evidenced by United 
States leadership that addressed the HIV/ 
AIDS epidemic in the early 2000s, which 
spurred a 100 percent increase in global over-
seas development assistance among all donor 
partners from 2000 to 2006; 

Whereas official United States develop-
ment assistance to lower-middle income 
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